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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-36 and 55-58 are presented for examination. Claims 37-54 
have been cancelled. Claims 55-58 are new. 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP 

§ 608.01(o). Correction of the following is required: specification does not 
properly disclose subject matter such as: master table of content 
information and master songprint identifier, as claimed in claims 1, 23, 25 
and 27. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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4. Claim 1, 23, 25,27, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being incomplete for omitting essential elements, such 
omission amounting to a gap between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01. 
The omitted elements are: How the table of content information is received 
at the network server". 

5. Claims 1, 23, 25,27, and 29 recites the limitation "songprint identifier 
is derived from digitized content" in last line of the claims. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner cannot 
determine which songprint identifier is referred to, multiple songprint 
identifiers in specification or recited master songprint identifier in the claim. 

6. Claims 1, 23, 25,27, and 29 recites the limitation "songprint identifier 
is derived from digitized content" in last line of the claims. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. An essential 
purpose of patent examination is to fashion claims that are precise, clear, 
correct, and unambiguous. Only in this way can uncertainties of claim scope 
be removed... (In re Zletz 13 USPQ2d 1320 (Fed. Cir. 1989)) 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite. Claim which claims both an apparatus and the method steps of 
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using the apparatus is indefinite, because it is unclear which category of 
invention is being claimed. (Ex Parte Lyell, 17 USPQ2d 1548 (BPAI 1990)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-36 and 55-58 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over anticipated by Hurtado et al. (6,611,812) (hereinafter 
Hurtado) in view of Carpentier et al. (6,807,632) (hereinafter Carpentier). 

10. As per claim 1, Hurtado discloses in a system comprising a 
communications network connecting a plurality of network servers and a 
plurality of computers, a network server comprising: 

a verification database comprising (col 26, lines 45-65, and col 31, 
lines 55-64); 
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master table of contents (metadata provides information about the 
content, quality, condition, and other characteristics of data, here metadata 
provides information about the music CD .g., artist, producer, album cover, 
track length, col 12, lines 17-25) information corresponding to each of a 
plurality of sets of digitized content (col 20, lines 14-35 and col 72, lines 54- 
64); 

at least one master songprint identifier corresponding to each of the 
plurality of sets of digitized content (metadata secure container, col 30, line 
46 - col 32, line 67); and 

wherein the network server is programmed to (figs 10-16, col 83, col 
15, lines 15-44); 

receive at least one of a plurality of songprint identifiers from the at 
least one of the plurality of computers (figs 10-16, col 83, col 15, lines 15- 
44), and 

Hurtado further discloses in columns 16-17 "In the Secure Digital Content 
Electronic Distribution System 100, since SC(s) contain several data parts, 
a digest is calculated for each part and a summary digest is calculated for 
the concatenated part digests. The summary digest is encrypted using the 
private key of the issuer of the SC(s). The encrypted summary digest is the 
issuer's digital signature for the SC(s). The part digests and the digital 
signature are included in the body of the SC(s). The recipients of SC(s) can 
verify the integrity of the SC(s) and its parts by means of the received 
digital signature and part digests. 

A one-way hash algorithm is used to calculate a message digest. A 
hash algorithm takes a variable-length-input message and converts it into a 
fixed length string, the message digest. A one-way hash algorithm 
operates only in one direction. That is, it is easy to calculate the digest for 
an input message, but it is very difficult (computationally infeasible) to 
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generate the input message from its digest. Because of the properties of 
the one-way hash functions, one can think of a message digest as a 
fingerprint of the message. 

The more common one-way hash functions are MD5 from RSA Data 
Security and SHA designed by the US National Institute of Technology and 
Standards (NITS). " 

Hurtado specifically does not disclose wherein each songprint identifier 

is derived from digitized content. Songprint identifier is derived from the 

digitized is commonly known knowledge in the distribution of digital asset 

such as music. For example, Carpentier discloses each songprint identifier is 

derived from digitized content (col 25, lines 28-31). Therefore, it would have 

been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 

was made to combine the teachings of Hurtado and Carpentier. The 

motivation would have been to secure delivery and rights management of 

digital assets over global communication network. 

11. As per claims 2 and 30, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to receive one selection of 
table of content information from the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (figs 10-16, col 83, col 15, lines 15-44). 

12. As per claims 3 and 31, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to receive a songprint 
identifier from the at least one of the plurality of computers (figs 10-16, col 
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83, col 15, lines 15-44). 

13. As per claim 4, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the table of content 
information comprises at least one length of digital content (fig 16, col 61, 
lines 25-29). 

14. As per claim 5, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to request at least one of a plurality of 
regions of digitized content from the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (fig 16, col 95-96). 

15. As per claim 6, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim l, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to request one region of digitized 
content from the at least one of the plurality of computers (col 95-96). 

16. As per claim 7, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses the request for one or more regions 
of digitized content is generated as a function of a pseudo-random sequence 
(col 4, lines 26-67). 
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17. As per claim 8, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses the pseudo-random sequence is a 
function of a network address of the at least one of the plurality of 
computers (col 4, lines 26-67). 

18. As per claim 9, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the pseudo-random 
sequence is a function of a time of day (fig 2, col 4, lines 26-67). 

19. As per claim 10, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the pseudo-random 
sequence is a function of both a network address of at least one of the 
plurality of computers and a time of day (fig 1, col 4, lines 26-67). 

20. As per claim 11, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the request for regions of 
digitized content is further comprised of a request for at least one of a 
plurality of decoy regions of digitized content from the at least one of the 
plurality of computers (user interface, col 88, lines 29-51). 
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21. As per claim 12, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the request for an at least 
one of a plurality of decoy regions of digitized content is a function of a 
pseudo-random sequence (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19). 

22. As per claim 13, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the pseudo-random 
sequence is a function of a network address of the at least one of the 
plurality of computers (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19). 

23. As per claim 14, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above.- In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the pseudo-random 
sequence is comprising a function of a time of day (see discussion, col 4, line 
26- col 5 line 19). 

24. As per daim 15, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the pseudo-random 
sequence is comprising a function of both a network address of the at least 
one of the plurality of computers and the time of day (see discussion, col 4, 
line 26- col 5 line 19). 
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25. As per claim 16, the claim is- rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses wherein the request for one or more 
than regions of digitized content is further comprised of only one non-decoy 
region of digitized content from the at least one of the plurality of computers 
(see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19). 

26. As per claim 17, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the verification database is 
further comprised of only one master table of contents identifier for each of 
a corresponding plurality of sets of digitized content (digital content library, 
col 95, lines 8-29). 

27. As per claim 18, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Hurtado discloses wherein the verification database is 
further comprised of only one master songprint identifier for each of a 
corresponding plurality of sets of digitized content (col 12, lines 17-25 and 
col 31, lines 55-64) 

28. As per claims 19 and 32, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses further programmed to verify 
whether the received table of content information correlates with the master 
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table of content information (col 31, lines 55-64). 

29. As per claims 20, 24, 28 and 33, claims are rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses to verify whether 
the received table of content information correlates perfectly with the master 
table of content information (col 31, lines 55-64). 

30. As per claims 21, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 
1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses programmed to verify whether the 
received songprint identifiers correlates with the master songprint identifier 
(col 31, lines 55-64 and col 12, lines 17-25). 

31. As per claims 22, 26, 34, and 35, claims are rejected for the same 
reasons as claim 1, above. In addition, Hurtado discloses further 
programmed to verify whether the received songprint identifier correlates 
perfectly with any master songprint identifier (col 31, lines 55-64 and col 12, 
lines 17-25). 

32. As per Claim 23, 25, 27 and 29 are rejected based on the same 
reasoning as claim 1, in addition to Hurtado discloses as a function of 
whether or not the received selections of table of contents information 
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correlate with any of the master table of contents information (col 31, lines 
55-64 and col 12, lines 17-25), 

request at least one of a plurality of regions of digitized content from the 
at least one of plurality of computers (HTML pages, col 88, lines 33-51). 

33. As per claim 36, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses further programmed to generate the 
master table of contents identifier by performing steps of: reading table of 
contents data from the medium (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 
19); 

computing a cryptographic hash value of the concatenation of the 
lengths of each track on the medium (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 
line 19); and 

truncating the cryptographic hash value (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 
line 19). 

55. As per claim 55, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses each master songprint identifier is 
derived from a digitized content master, and wherein each received 
songprint identifier is derived from a digitized content copy (see discussion, 
col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19). 
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56. As per claim 56,-the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses the server receives table of contents 
Information and a songprint identifier corresponding to the digitized content 
copy, and wherein the server is further programmed to use the received 
table of contents information and songprint identifiers to identify a 
correlation between a digitized content master having corresponding 
information stored in the verification database and the digitized content copy 
(see discussion, col 4, line 26r col 5 line 19). 

57. As per claim 57, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses the server is further programmed to 
verify the digitized content copy using information stored in the verification 
database corresponding to the correlated digitized content master (see 
discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19, col 7, linesl5-26). 

58. As per claim 58, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Carpentier discloses the server is further programmed to 
request at least one content portion of the digitized content copy using the 
identified correlation between one of the digitized content masters and the 
digitized content copy (see discussion, col 4, line 26- col 5 line 19, col 7, 
Mnesl5-26). 
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Response to Arguments 

34. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-36 and 55-58 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

35. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A. Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday. -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272- 
3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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